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A tax assessor may add property to the assessment roll that has from any cause been omitted, in whole or in part, from the 
assessment roll.'! The owner of taxable property omitted from the tax rolls becomes liable for the tax thereon at the time that 
the property ought to have been placed upon the rolls, and this liability continues until the tax is discharged by payment.’ 
Taxes are not canceled and discharged by the failure of duty on the part of any tribunal or officer, legislative or 
administrative.’ However, in order to sustain an addition of property by tax assessors to a return as omitted property, it must 
appear that specific items were added which were not assessed in the original assessment.‘ The omissions of the taxing 
officers, in previous years, to assess certain property cannot control the duty imposed by law upon their successors or the 
power of the legislature.° 


Caution: 


If a town concludes that its assessor failed to assess certain property and chooses to assess that property supplementally, the town 


bears the burden of sustaining the validity of the supplemental assessment.‘ 





No statutes of limitation run against the State, and it is a matter of discretion with it to determine how far into the past it will 
reach to compel performance of a taxpayer’s obligation.’ The completion of the tax roll for a given year creates no vested 
right in the owners of property subject to taxation that the assessment not thereafter be modified or amended to their 
detriment.’ When a report of a federal correction is made, thus reopening a year to a claim for a refund or an additional 
assessment of state corporate tax, a refund or additional assessment is not restricted to those items adjusted by the Internal 
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Revenue Service.’ Omitted property may be constitutionally assessed even if, at the time that the assessment is made, the 
property has passed out of existence.'’ The statutes usually provide a limitation of time within which the assessment of 
omitted property must be made, but if no limitation is made by statute, the courts cannot create one.'' Thus, in the absence of 
express authority, a board of county commissioners has no authority to place upon the assessment roll any property omitted 
in former years.” Moreover, if proceedings to add omitted property to the tax list are taken within the proper time, the owner 
cannot escape by contesting the right of the assessors to impose the tax and by keeping the matter in litigation beyond the 
time fixed by law for making the assessment." 
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